Introduction
In recent decades, the meaning and value of formal state citizenship has shifted dramatically.
In many immigrant-receiving nation states, including Australia, citizenship has been reformed through the seemingly contradictory trends of relaxing restrictions -including extending many of the benefits of citizenship to resident non-citizens and increasing access to dual citizenship, and tightening controls -such as increasing residency requirements and implementing citizenship tests (Castles 2014; Shachar 2014; Faist 2000) . At the same time, contemporary conditions of globalisation and transnationalism have aided the proliferation of non-state communities to which people may belong, fostering 'multi-layered citizens' (Yuval-Davis 1999) with local, national and transnational allegiances. As a number of scholars have noted (c.f. Haggis and Schech 2010; Yuval-Davis 2007; Leitner and Ehrkamp 2006 ), this does not, however, signify the demise of the nation state. While the relevance of formal state citizenship to everyday belonging and participation has been questioned (Waite and Cooke 2011; Gow 2005) , the nation state remains the foundational source of legal rights and obligations for individuals, while the nation state system continues to play a significant role in enabling and constraining other forms of political community.
Reflecting the increasing complexity of contemporary citizenship, theories and understandings of citizenship are also increasingly diverse, and include a focus on substantive citizenship (c.f. Lange et al. 2007; Gow 2005) , and on forms of post-, supra-and transnational citizenship (c.f. Strumia 2013; Sassen 2003; Soysal 1994) . These have been productive developments for engaging with the dynamic and multidimensional nature of citizenship, yet there are attendant risks. The extension of the concept of citizenship beyond the traditional scope of 'a legal status attributed to individuals by states and the legal rights and obligations attached to this status' (Bauböck 2010, 847) , along with an increasing focus on the erosion and devaluation of state citizenship, risks obscuring the ongoing importance of formal state citizenship as a mechanism for including and positioning people within global political structures (Castles 2005) . This is critical when considering the differential access to and implications of citizenship for different groups (Stewart and Mulvey 2014; Bauböck 2010) . It is particularly salient for refugees, who by definition are unable to avail themselves of the rights and protections conventionally provided by the state.
Based on in-depth interviews with 51 refugee-background young people who resettled in Australia during adolescence, this article explores the intersecting themes of security and mobility that were widely identified by participants as the most important aspects of formal state citizenship. Mobility and security are of profound importance for those who have experienced forced migration and the dispersal of family and community, and who, prior to displacement and while seeking asylum, have likely experienced the insecurity of physical and psychological harm, precarious housing and livelihoods, and limited legal protection.
The tangible benefits of the mobility and security provided by formal state citizenship include the ability to visit family and homeland, to be protected while doing so, and to have the right to return to and remain in Australia. The mobility conferred through Australian citizenship additionally provides a sense of freedom and possibility, while the security it offers evokes confidence and comfort in the present and future. Together, the mobility and security of Australian citizenship foster a sense of ontological security among participants. As conceptualised by Giddens (1990, 92) , ontological security refers to 'the confidence that most humans beings have in the continuity of their self-identity and in the constancy of the surrounding social and material environments of action'. This is something that is eroded by experiences of forced migration, during which self-identity is often challenged, and social and material environments are frequently unsettled (Fozdar and Hartley 2013) . Further, given their young age at the time of displacement, many participants may not have experienced this sense of security prior to settling in Australia. Ontological security is an important though under-examined element of refugee settlement, integration and transnationalism.
In exploring participants' ideas and experiences of citizenship, this article demonstrates that, despite the changing nature of and perspectives on formal state citizenship, for those from refugee backgrounds it continues to provide highly valued rights and opportunities. In conferring a secure status within the nation state and a concomitant ability to freely and safely move beyond it, citizenship signifies the end of forced migration and provides a secure basis for pursuing national and transnational futures. In light of the underrepresentation of refugee and migrant perspectives in discussions of citizenship (Stewart and Mulvey 2014; Fozdar and Spittles 2010; Leitner and Ehrkamp 2006) , and the paucity of empirical studies of formal state citizenship more generally (Ho 2008; Nordberg 2006) , this article also addresses a significant research gap.
Citizenship and refugee youth
Refugees, 1 as Haddad writes, exist in the 'gaps between states' (2008, 7, emphasis in original) . Refugees are reliant on international regimes, notably the Convention (1951) and Protocol (1967) Relating to the Status of Refugees, to guarantee their rights, and on international and non-governmental organisations for support and protection (UNHCR 2010 ).
Yet such regimes and organisations exist to augment, not replace, the role of nation states (Haddad 2008 (Castles 2005, 690) , the citizenship on offer in resettlement countries is a privileged one, bestowing a degree of security and mobility often unavailable in the country or region of origin. Further, in the context of 'civic stratification' in immigrant-receiving nation states, wherein 'inequality [is] generated through the differential granting of rights by the state' (Morris 2002, 122) , resettled refugees have a secure status. This is in often sharp contrast to irregular migrants who cross national borders via alternative means, and who, depending on the country they enter, may face severely curtailed or no access to a range of rights and services, including access to citizenship (Koser 2007; Morris 2002) .
resolved via any of the three durable solutions (voluntary repatriation, local integration or third country resettlement). Recognising the cessation of the legal/bureaucratic status of refugee upon resettlement, but also the ongoing relevance of refugee experiences, those with permanent residency or citizenship in a resettlement country are identified as being 'from refugee backgrounds'.
Refugee youth
This article is concerned with the ways in which formal state citizenship is valued and utilised by resettled refugee-background youth. The resettlement experiences of refugee young people differ considerably from those of refugee adults in relation to factors including education and employment, family responsibilities and relationships, host society interactions, and transnational engagement (Nunn et al. 2014; Gifford and Wilding 2013; McMichael et al. 2011; Correa-Velez et al. 2010 Refugees who are resettled in Australia are granted Permanent Humanitarian Visas (PHV).
As permanent residents they gain wide-ranging rights and entitlements, including access to social security, the national health scheme (Medicare), free primary and secondary education, a Commonwealth supported university place, and eligibility to sponsor a person for permanent residency. Unlike other permanent residents, PHV holders are also able to access the Commonwealth higher education loan scheme. 2 These numbers include both refugees who were selected for resettlement in Australia while residing offshore and asylum seekers who were granted refugee status after arriving in Australia (DIBP 2015c). However, changes to legislation implemented in 2012-13 and aimed at discouraging unauthorised boat arrivals, mean that asylum seekers who arrive via this means and are subsequently found to be refugees are now unlikely to be resettled in Australia (DFAT 2013) . 3 The HECS-HELP scheme entitles tertiary students to a government loan to cover student fee contributions. The recipient only begins repaying the loan once their income exceeds a minimum threshold (Australian Government n.d.b).
Citizenship uptake in Australia is well above the OECD average, with a higher -and fasteruptake by humanitarian migrants than those in other migration categories (Smith et al. 2011 ).
While 
Overview of study and participants
This article examines in-depth interviews conducted with 51 young adults from refugee backgrounds, all of whom were resettled during adolescence via Australia's offshore humanitarian and refugee program. At the time of interview, they were aged between 18 and 27 years and had resided in Australia for between eight and ten years. Interviews were conducted during 2012-2013 as part of a follow-up to the Good Starts Study for Refugee Youth (2004 Youth ( -2008 , a mixed-method longitudinal study that aimed to identify the factors that support the settlement and wellbeing of adolescent refugee migrants settling in Melbourne, Australia. One hundred and twenty newly-arrived refugees, aged between 11 and 19, were initially recruited to the study from three English Language Schools and were followed annually over a four-year period. 4 Participants' regions of origin reflected the main regions of origin of refugee arrivals at the time (Gifford et al. 2007 ). The 2012-2013 follow-up study was designed to examine participants' longer-term experiences of settlement and transitions into early adulthood (McMichael et al. 2015) . In this follow-up study, 64 members of the original cohort of 120 were contactable, of whom 51 agreed to participate. They comprised 25 females and 26 males. Thirty-three originated from Africa (Sudan, Ethiopia, Eritrea), 16 from the Middle East (Afghanistan, Iraq), and two from Europe (Serbia). Participants were broadly representative of the original cohort, with no statistically significant differences in terms of gender, region of birth, or number of years of schooling prior to resettlement (McMichael et al. 2015) . All interviews were conducted in English, digitally recorded, and transcribed verbatim. Interviews were coded thematically using NVivo software. A coding framework developed in the initial Good Starts Study was first applied, facilitating longitudinal analysis of the complete data set, and was further refined based on inductive analysis of the interview data.
Participants were first asked about their citizenship status in the final year of the Good Starts Study, four to five years post-arrival. At that time, 58 of the 79 respondents were citizens.
When this question was repeated in the follow-up study approximately four years later, 45 of the 51 respondents reported having Australian citizenship. None of the six participants yet to take up citizenship expressed a strong resistance to doing so, and all bar one intended to apply in the near future. The stated reasons for not yet applying included not perceiving an immediate need and waiting for parents to pursue citizenship as a family. In one case, a young man was waiting to have a criminal record expunged due to concerns that his application may be rejected under the 'good character' provision.
Having arrived in Australia prior to 2010, participants were not affected by the extended residency requirements, however, those who applied for citizenship after September 2007 and who were aged 18 or over were required to undertake the citizenship test. While a number of participants applied for citizenship independently, most took it up with their families. In interviews conducted in this follow-up study, citizenship was addressed as part of a broader discussion about belonging in Australia. Participants were asked whether acquiring Australian citizenship was important to them and, if they were citizens, whether it had made a 4 With attrition, the numbers of participants per year were as follows: year 1: n=120; year 2 n=109; year 3 n=100; year 4 n=80. difference in their lives. Thematic analysis of participants' narratives revealed two central organizing themes that underpinned views and experiences of the value of attaining formal state citizenship: as supporting mobility and as providing security.
Australian citizenship as mobility and security
Among those participants who have taken up Australian citizenship, and several of those who have not, mobility and security emerged as primary perceived benefits of formal state citizenship. Australian citizenship supports mobility via the right to obtain an Australian passport and to exit and re-enter the country. It provides security via access to consular assistance when overseas, a stable government and the rule of law, and formal membership of the nation state, and thus the guarantee -except under exceptional circumstances 5 -of the right to stay in, or return to, Australia and to receive the protection of the state. Beyond this,
as the following accounts demonstrate, the mobility and security provided by Australian citizenship transcends the practical and tangible to address deeper and less-defined concerns about freedom and safety.
Emphasis on these two aspects of citizenship is comprehensible in light of participants' refugee experiences of forced migration, dispersal of family and friends, and physical and ontological insecurity (Shachar 2014; Agier 2008) . It should also be understood in the context of the Permanent Humanitarian Visa scheme, which ensures that more urgent needs and rights have been addressed prior to obtaining citizenship. This focus on mobility and security additionally reflects the dual processes of integration and transnationalism in which these refugee-background young people are engaged, and for which, Erdal and Oeppen (2013, 877) been a mobility that is both forced and constrained. Its legacy is a transnational orientation, with people and pasts in multiple places, and, for many, the desire for similarly transnational -though more socioeconomically mobile -futures. Australian citizenship attends to this by providing a sanctioned, privileged mobility, legitimated by a valid passport and respected as a marker of belonging to the developed world.
Security: 'if anything happen…'
A significant aspect of the international mobility participants experience through Australian citizenship is the security it provides via the right to return to Australia, as well as the protection it offers overseas and during transit, both through consular assistance and, more generally, through the symbolic value of an Australian passport. This is critical given the continuing instability of many participants' homelands. Australian citizenship also provides a sense of security as a formal mechanism of belonging to a (stable, developed) nation state, I don't feel like "oh, if I get it, I'll feel like an Australian or if I don't get it, I won't really feel like an Australian." I mean, I still, like, I don't even think about it sometimes. I even forget because like I get so many rights and just the same rights as everyone else, so I don't really see that as being a major difference.
These diverse perspectives on the intersection of citizenship, safety, and belonging demonstrate the ambivalent relationship between formal state citizenship and other more quotidian and affective modes of national belonging, which may be attained without citizenship, or withheld despite it (Gow 2005; Sassen 2003 ). This supports findings from previous studies of people from migrant and refugee backgrounds (c.f. Fozdar and Hartley 2014; Harris 2013; Ehrkamp and Leitner 2006 ). Yet it does not mean that the security formal citizenship provides is purely instrumental, or that its instrumental benefits lack an affective dimension.
As the above accounts demonstrate, citizenship can, for some, provide evidence of a more generalised belonging, sanction a national identity and grant formal recognition of an affective connection.
The importance of citizenship to feelings of safety additionally speaks to deeper concerns about the position of people from refugee backgrounds in Australia in an uncertain future.
Several participants noted the potential for something to 'happen' that would threaten the security or legitimacy of non-citizens. Juba, a Sudanese-background young man, is yet to take up citizenship due to a criminal record he fears could adversely affect his application. For young people from refugee backgrounds, citizenship can be a source of comfort and confidence, fostering a sense of security that transcends physical safety (Stewart and Mulvey 2014) . It functions both practically and symbolically to facilitate safe travel abroad and safe return to Australia, supporting the maintenance of transnational relationships and identities.
For some, it also constitutes a secure basis for national identification and belonging in the country of settlement. Most significantly for young people who have lived insecure lives, the acquisition of formal state citizenship marks the end of forced migrancy and provides a bulwark against future displacement -and against the anxiety its possibility evokes.
Discussion and Conclusion
For many refugee-background young people in this study, the mobility and security conferred by formal state citizenship can be understood to foster a sense of ontological security.
Australian citizenship supports the 'continuity of their self identity' and 'constancy of the surrounding social and material environments of action' (Giddens 1990, 92) in a range of ways that include facilitating maintenance of attachments to multiple homes and communities and reunion with family members, and providing security against future displacement.
Reflecting the 'emotional, rather than cognitive' nature of ontological security (Giddens 1990, 92) , the mobility and security provided by formal state citizenship transcends the practical and tangible to address deeper and less defined concerns about freedom and safety.
It is not only the act of travelling that matters, but also its possibility; not only the formal protection that citizenship grants but the insurance it provides against an uncertain future.
Thus, while participants' accounts of the importance of formal state citizenship generally pertain to activities and events outside of the everyday, the role these play in fostering ontological security suggest that, at least for some, formal state citizenship underpins daily life.
While citizenship (in its broad sense) is identified by Strang and Ager (2010) as foundational for refugee integration (see also Stewart and Mulvey 2014; Bloch 2000) , the nature of the relationship between formal state citizenship and integration remains unclear (Ersanilli and Koopmans 2010) . Formal citizenship can coincide with day-to-day exclusion from power and resources among marginalised refugee-background populations (Barnes 2001) , and processes of integration can occur long after formal state citizenship has been accorded to former refugees (Koska 2015) . Moreover, their interrelation is complicated by the fact that states are increasingly demanding, through mechanisms such as citizenship tests, demonstrations of integration prior to awarding citizenship (Ersanilli and Koopmans 2010) . While this study does not establish a direct link between citizenship and integration in a site of settlement, it does suggest that formal state citizenship can support integration among people with refugee backgrounds by contributing to a sense of ontological security. This trust in 'the reliability of persons and things' (Giddens 1990, 92 While the significance of formal state citizenship has been somewhat obscured in recent decades by a focus on other forms of sub-, supra-and transnational citizenship, the perspectives of young people from refugee backgrounds presented here highlight its persistent value and pose a challenge to those who suggest its diminishing relevance. Given the insecurity and forced movement that characterise refugee experiences, and the extremely low rate of formal refugee resettlement worldwide, mobility and security are important and highly valued aspects of formal state citizenship. For people from refugee backgrounds, formal state citizenship signifies the end of forced migration and can foster a much-needed sense of ontological security. In doing so, it provides a reliable and sustained foundation for national and transnational futures.
